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ABSTRACT 

Osing grade distributions for fall semesters for 
odd-numbered years from 1955 to 1977, this study presents statistics 
on grading practices at Los Angeles City College. For each year in 
the day and evening divisions, the number of A, B, C, D> F, H • 
(withdrawn), WF (failing at the time of withdrawal). Ho. (dropped for 
non-attendance) , INC (incomplete), C (credit) and N/C (no credit) 
grades issued, total grades issued, total A, B, C, D, F grades' issued 
and grade point averages (GPA) are presented. Additional tables and 
figures cover the number of grades per week enrollment for 1961-1977, 
GPAs by department for 1969, 1973 and 1977, and the number and 
percents of instructors and departments^ giving various grades for 
fall 1977. An examination of the statistical data reveals that more 
P art -"^mie students have enrolled in recent years, and that students 
are enrolling in more courses and withdrawing from the less 
attractive or more difficult ones. GPAs were higher for day students 
than evening students from 1955 to 1965, after which the reverse was 
true. Day student GPA .dropped slightly from 1955 to 1965, then rose 
consistently to its highest level in 1977, when GPAs for both day and 
evening students were close to 2.7. Considered on the basis of total 
grades issued, there has been little change in the percentage of -A 
and B grades over the past 23 years. (MB) 
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. M GRAD ING PATTERN^ AT L.A.C.C. 1955-1977 ' 

PURPOSE OF THE*STUDY . 

One of the current concerns on college campuses today is 
evaluation-^of methodologies, programs, teachers , students, admlni- 
stratprs, communication vehicles, facilities, arTd eveiry other aspect 
of the educational scene. The mpst' traditional type of evaluation, 
that of teacher assigning letter grades to student, has in recent 
years been subjected to considerable ph f losophlcal scrutiny and 

to some very pragmatic experimentation. 

> j* 

This study was requested by the Office* of Instruction to fur- 
nish some background, Information as to grading practices at L.A*C f C. 
and to Identify any significant trends In those practices, ' 

PROCEDURE OF THE STUDf - 

5 

With the cooperation of the Office of Instruction and the 

✓ 

Data Center, available records of grades given since 1955 were 
studied; Inasmuch as the hl/storical data were found ,:to be ^f vary- 
ing format, decisions as to presentat Ion of data In this stuay were 
based largely on avai lab! A I ty . Grade distributions were found Jn 
consistent format for all Fall semesters far pdd-numbered years. 
These distributions furnished the bu.lk of the Information for the 
study. Additional information was obtained from Research Studies 
#70-10 and #77-14. AJso^old L.A.C.C. catalogs furnished 'fnfor-' 
mat ion as to changes In regulations concerned with gradirig.^ 
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FINDINGS ■ ' ' v . 'i / 

Grades of A,o,C,D,F, INC . have been Issued at L.A.C.C.y.since/ 

* ' / ^ 

1955 (and before) with the traditional meaning* of those gr^des^ ,? 

Grades for withdrawing students have undergone the following 

changes: ' * 

1955 - 1957, no grade recorded If student dropped 

before the first day of the ninth/ , Week'. 
Aftejr that date either W - withdrawn, 
or UW - unofficial withdrawal .> | * 

■ . 1957 - 1964 1 no grade If withdrawal before the c 1st 

day of the ninth week. After* thkt date 
e 'ther W wl thdrawn , WF - Ml fig at the 
' time of withdrawal, or WU - dropped for 
. non-attendance, ( ,! 

no grade jf 'withdrawal before the 1st: day 
of the s ixth week* After that date either* 
W - withdrawn, or WF - failing at the time* 
of withdrawal or dropped/ f;or non-attendance. 

f : :( ■ ■* ■ 

1969 - present J no grade If withdrawal before the 1st; 

day/ of; the s ixth week. , After that date, Y 

W W wi thdrawn. / , * • , 

-/.'■"•' ■ ' /' v 1 
1971 - present/, Credit /No Credit grades permissible 

selected courses. / ,\ 

/ \> ' ■ -I' , . ■ > 

INC, W, CR, and NCR/ grades ]are not inc/luded.In figuring the 

/ ■ . • ■/■■..'■■ * ; 

student's grade point ayerage, while UW, WU^and WF are figured as 



equivalent to F. 



Table 1 presents the numbers of grades given ir> each category 

listed above for Fall semesters of odd-numbered years for all day 

and evening enrolled students from 1955 to 1977. Figures in 

parentheses are percents based on the total day or evening for each 
* ■ 

semester. "Grade averages 11 are figured according to the college 
procedure:, A=^, B=3, C=2, D=1 , F=0, WF=0. WU=0, UW=»0. It should 
be noted that in these calculations, varying unit values among 
courses are disregarded. „ . ? 

*Pr,ior to 1975, INC was counted aa zero grade points, but since 1975 has not been 
included/ in GPA. This study does not include INC- in GPA for any year. 

■■} 
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c. 

. Table la presents numbers and percents including -grades 
A,B,-C,D,F only. Table lb relates number of grades to. census week 
enrollment for the years 1 96 1 - 1977 - ' 
Figures 1-5 present some of this data in graphical form. Fig- 

T' 

ure 1 Indicates the numbers of grades for each semester. Figure 1 
ipcludes all. grades, Figure la includes only grades used in figuring 
GPA. Figure lb shows number of grades per student. Figure 2 indi- 
cates "grade averages." Figure 3 Indicates percent of passing • 
withdrawal grades (i.e.,Ws). r Figures A and 5 present percents 
of honor grades- (A; s. and B's). Percents in Figure k are based on 
all grades given, wh i le' pef cents in Figure 5 are based on the total 
number of A,B,C,D, and F grades only. 

Table 2 presents some statistics by department for.1969, 1973, 
and 1977 for all L.A.C.C. departments in existence during the nine 
year period. Day grades only are' included in these statistics. 
Figure's 6 and 7 present, in graphical form comparison figures for • ,. 
1969 and 1977 for % honor, grades and % withdrawals far each depart- 
ment and also indicate the "all-departments" figures ; 

Figures 8 and 9 permit a more detai led* look at some aspects of 
the Fall, -1977 grade distribution. Fjgure 8 shows the percents in . 
each grade category for day and evening students. To give some 
indication of instructor variation in grading, Figure 9 shows the 
percent of day instructors who gave "various percents (in 5% intervals) 
of A,B,C,D,F, and W grades. Instructors giving -less than 50 grades 
were nof included in this presentation. Also sketched on 'these 

" V ' - X'- ' 

same graphs are histograms showing departmental variations. Table 3 
presents the data ^ tabular form. 

■ , • > ■ ; . \ ' ;■" • •■ 

i> . 1 ■: • - . ." \ 



TABLE 1 - Grades Given at L.A.C.C., Fall Semesters for. Alternate Years, 1955-1977, 
Day and Evening Totals and Percents. / ■ 
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TABLE la (coritl tilled-) i 

■ ~~ ■ ■ ■ -• • ■ ' _' _ i- 

• A B ' C D , F . TOTALi 

Day 7053 ' 887 1 87 1 8 2290 . 1859 28791 \ 

F'73 (24.5) (30,8) (30.3) (7.9)* . ( 6.5) (I 00.0) 

Evening 3100 , 3533 3085 640 , 312 • IO67OU 

(29.1) (33.1) (28.9) (6.0) ( 2,9) (100.0) 

— _ ' J r 

Day 8319 ' 9081 9484 x 2736 1495 31115 

F'75 • ' (26.7) (29.2)- (30.5) \ "(8.8) *' ( 4.8) .(100.0) : \ 

Evening 3^33 3818 3402 . \ 738 225 0 1 161 6 > 

(29.6) (32.9) (29.3) (6.4)' ( 1.9). (100.0) 

Day 7763 8635 8591 2375 ' 997 : 28361 

F'77 • ■• (27.4) (30.4) (30.3) ( 8.4) ( 3.5) (100.0) 

Evening 2729 2999 2838 697 428 9691 

* ■ (28.2) (30.9) >((29.3) (7.2) (4,4) (100.0) 

TABLE lb - Number of Grades Per -census Week Enrollment, 1961-77 
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TABLE; 2 - Grade; Averages by Department' 
; (Day Only) 
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-GPA based on A to F and WF/WU only (INC not included) 
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llLi" Nymber s and,:Percents of Instructors (N=320) and Departments (H2), 
r ' - Giving Various Grades, Fall, 1977, Day Only , j 
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^GURE 1 - Number of Grades Given at LA. CO., Alternate 
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FIGURE lb - Grades per Enrollment 
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• FIGURE 2 - L.A'.C.C. Grade Averages* Alternate Fall Semesters 1955H977 * 
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FIGURE 3{ - % Passing Withdrawals (W)., Bas^cLon Total 
"" V ^Grades .Given at L.A.C.C., 1955-1577 
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* FIGURE 4> % A and B Grades. Based on All Grades 
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FIGURE 5 - % A and B Grades, Based on A, B>6, D, F Grades Only, 
at L.A.C.C, 1955-1977 




•FIGURE - 6 -^stributlon of A and B J3 rades by Department 

( (% 6f A to f grades only) for Fall 1977 and Fall 
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FIGURE'7 - Distribution of W Grades (fn%) by Department 
" T for Fall 1977 and Fall 1969 
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FIGURE ,8 - Day and Evening LACC /Grade Distributions, Fall 1977 




FIGUREJ;- Distribution of fall 1977 trades by tetrad (H20**shaded areas) and by Departments <N=32) 
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

This study presents some stat i st i cs concerning grading practices 
v at Los Angeles City College over the past twenty three years. Total 

, * • . ) 

number of grades per semester ranged from 31,000 to 5^,000, for the 
day division and 11,000 to 22,000 for the evening division. 

Aft,er remaining relatively constant during the fifties, the 
number of yday grades issued rose dramatically during the sixties, 
increasing about 6p£ durjng that period with 'a considerably smaller 
increase showh for evening students. Evening has increased slightly 
in the seventies, day has decreased slightly*. The Impact of ex- 
tended use of' W grades in recent years can be seen by looking at 
• toi^J^n umber of A,B,C,D,F grades only and the number of grades 
given per student. Number of total day grades per student Is fairly 
stable, over the period from 1 96 1 to. 1977, while the ratio using 
A,B,C,D,F grades only drops significantly . The latter confi rms 
other evidence that/more part-time day students have enrolled in 
recent 'years, but the former suggests that they are enrolling in 
more courses and wi thdrawing from the less attractive or more- dif- 
ficult ones, This pattern is evidenced also by evening students, 
although the percent of part-timers in the evening remains constant; 
(almost all). 6 ^ d J - 

When considering overall "g^ade average 11 it can be^notied J , ~V 
that day averages were higher than-evening from 1955 to 1965, with 
the reverse being true after 1965. Day average dropped, si ightly 
but cons i'stently over that ten year interval then rose consistently 
to its highest jevel in 1977. Evening .average, significantly below 
the day average from 1955 to 1961, stayed at about the same level 



-an exception is Fall 1975, which is atypical due to inclusion of some 
speciaf off-campus courses r 'notabfy one for over 2000 firemen. 



1 # 



Page 23. 



until 1965, then rose steadily until 197^ after which time It 
remained relatively constant. 1 

In Fall 1977, grkde averages* for both day and evening were 

both close to 2/70. Extremes for day averages were 2.1*4 In Fall 1965 

v » 

and 2.70 |p Fall 1977; extremes for evening averages were 1 . 96 In 
Fall 1961 and 2.82. in Fall 1975. 

Consideration of withdrawal grades reveaTs some striking changes, 
. related to changes in procedure, which at least partially explain 



the uptrend At) tirade average' mentioned aboVe. With the discontl 



nu- 



ance of the WU grade^ln 196V and the concurrent change In drop dead- 
line from 8th to 5tln week, the percent of W grades rose sharply , 
especially in the ever^ng division. This rise w^s further enhanced 
In 1969 with the rerfioval of the WF grade. Percent of W grades In 
. the seventies Is about triple that -In the fifties and early sixties. 
9 ^ A consideration of A and B grades over the fifteen year period 
is offered from two perspectives: (1) Including all grades as the 
base for percent, and (2) including A,B,C,D,F grades only. Con- 
sidered on the basis of total grades issued, there has been little 
change in percent of A and B grades over the past twenty three 
years. Removing withdrawal and incomplete grades from the total, 
however, indicates that the percent of honor grades, has risen from 



about U0% in the f i f t ies*and' s ixt ies to current f i gures / oT,about 
60%, These facts must of course be considered in conjunction with 
the changes in grading procedures indicated above. 

An analysis of grade averages by departments for the years 
1969, 1j973, 1977 shows a general consistency of grading patterns 

within departments* Fi f teen) of the .32 departments were above the 

'r... ' ; 

al 1 -day average for all three yi&rs and eight were below it for 
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all three years. Four departments ranked in the top ten for all 
three years: Law, Philosophy, Radio-TV-Fi 1m, and Theatre. Seven 
departments ranked in the bottom ten all three years: Architecture, 
Chemistry, Developmental Communications, Earth Science, Engl Ish, 
Life Sciences, Social Sciences. * v 

With some exceptions it appears that tKe traditionally academic 
departments grade lower on the average than the departments special- 
izing in occupational majors, jln Fall, 1977 GPA's of departments 
ranged from 2.16 to 3.22 and percentages of W grades ranged from 



\ 



• 6* to 53*. . 

Wide' variation can be noted In grades issued by individual 
Instructors. For example, for Instructors who Issued 50 or more 
grades In Fall 1977, the percent of A's given ranged, from below 5% 
to over 85*, B's from 5* to 75*, C's from 5* to 60*, D's from 
0 to 30$ i F's frgji 0 tp 35%, andW's from 0 to over 75%. 

• - ; ! :-v-: V . ■ j : ■: .. ;,' - v, y/ 

RECOMMENDATION -■ -A 

■ . ■ ■ f J • -. " ?.yS».<- " ■ v 

• • - ■ ■ v. • - . 'H- ■ ) • . x - ■ . v| * ■ - ■ 

This Study makes no ^atten ^^ to assess the merjts of , g raiding 

practices of "individual s, departments ,* or ; : the- So'1 |fege # ^s "a^^h^le.' : 

It is recommended, however, that individual faculty menfcfcr^ 

departments s review their grading policies In-the Htjnt ./dfv^e ; \-':" ' 



information presented in thTs report and in the context of cur- 
rent educational and sociological concerns. 
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